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I sliIbmit"the following ~JJ.lmer:tts in.f8Sponse to the Localism Notice of Praposed RUlei:naking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008; in MB,Pocket No.;04-233.' , .

-'" ,

Any new F.CC rules, policies or·procedur~s.ml!lst hot'violate First Amendment rights. A'number of
proposals discussed in ~he, NPRM, if enacted, would:do,so·...; and must-flot-be adopted; ..

. . . , '_ ," ~.; . .:'_,1.. ;. ,', 1 : .... ,\:~21.~.. 1 r,
(1) The FCC mus~ n~t force radio stations, ·esPedally.religiouSJbroadcasters, to take advice from
p~ple who ~o nelt share,.~he,r values. The NPRM's proposed adviSorY.'lioard proposals would impOse such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values coul,d Ifa~.lnc~as~!'t.,h.a~ss.lllent, complaints and even los~ of Ii~n~e for choosing to fOllow their own
consci~.nCeSI rattl.t[ th_~ ..~JQwi(lg, i~mpatible ·viewpc!)in~t?:~H~~ .!he.i~;~~gram,!,ing. Tbe Fi~t, ,_ .
Am~ndment ,pro.hl.bit~!iff}lf~IiQJlIent, Ineludlng the F.CC,I~from dlc(8b~!I' ·~~t.1Vi~wpolnts a broadcast~r.. " '\,
partlcularlya religious brq,~g~stl:!r, .must-pr~sent. ~." ,',.. : . --.,,"" 13' ,.~'JC!,,1.1· <'., --'

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time..PropoSed .public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiou$ly objects to'the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandateson-.any·rellgion. , , . ~"", .,. ...~",:... ;,:

(3) The F-gP.myst[.lot,force,r.evelatioJ:1 of specific editorial d~i~ion~".'aking i.lJformation.. 'ij:I~ choice
of programming, ~ppr.Jf@J~Ji.BlIgiO~ prpgramming,,:is;hcit propei'ify,iifictatedb~any govemmeflt agenCy - and
proposals to force: r~PQ.rtil1~ 9n .such.things as who prndused wAa~ programh~ould intrude on :
constitu~igraIlY~PtQt~.9!~.c;I(;~dj~9r.tal cboice.s.· ,". ,I: ~. "J ' :' • " _ •

• " Jt'" ' ••,. ." ~,' .: ,f '. '·-1 •

(4) ~ .. ", ;;;':Th.e. FCC m~st .n9t ~stablish.a two-tiered reilewai system rni~hich certain licensees would be
alJtqm$ticaIlY'barred frort;l.!QutIRe ren~wal application'proce.ssiJ1g. Thei;prqposed mand.B.tolY special renewal
reView ot,ser.taln classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to·coercion of
rel!n.'oU~b[Qa.~cast~rs ...Those who stay trl:le1tp their.consciences .and' presehfonly the messages they
correspOnd to'.fbeir beliefS COUld' face l<Jng; .exP.ensille..and potentially rulnous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christianbroadcs$tern, <lI.perate on tight budgets. as do many smaller mar.ket ~ecular .
stations. Keeping the electricity f1pWing is ~ften a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes ,to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence Whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restriGllng main studio location choises.
Raising ~sts with these p,roposals would for<}e service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary-to ·the
publiC iAterest.

We:(ug~?tl:le FCC m:)t~to·adopt niles, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (A:ha, ' 18 j)n .

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04·233. #' -l.~ AA <Voa
'l17q '

Any new FCC rules, policies or .procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of . '11Ji'Qon..
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if.enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted. -'I

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
Iiights to air time. Proposlfd public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Tt:1e FCC ml.Jst not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically,barred"from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
r.e'1i~w of cer1tail'l'Ol.asses of applicants ,by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
rellgipus' broadca~ters. Th9se ""ho stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
corf~spcrAd to'their beliefs cou,ld face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight buCJgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff p~esence whe.never a station is on the air and, (b) by f!Jrther restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with fhese proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service· is contrary to the

.public interest. ,.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discuss~d above.
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